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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, claims 1-4, 7-10, 13 were rejected. The Examiner objected 
to claims 5, 6, 1 1, 12, 14, but indicated that they recited allowable subject matter in 
combination with the claims from which they depend. By the present Response, claims 
1-2, 6-8, 12-13 are amended, claims 5, 1 1, 14 are cancelled without prejudice and new 
claims 15-24 are added. Upon entry of the amendments, claims 1-4, 6-10, 12-13, 15-24 
will remain pending in the present patent application. Reconsideration and allowance of 
all pending claims are requested. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-4, 7-10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Di Bari (U.S. Patent 5, 329, 918) in view of Muto (Japan Pat. 1- 
269824). 

By the present response claims 1-2, 6-8 and 12-13 are amended and claims 5, 11 
and 14 are cancelled. Independent claim 1 has been amended to incorporate features 
originally recited in claim 5, which has been cancelled without prejudice. Claim 1 and its 
dependent claims are believed to be clearly patentable for the reasons summarized below. 

Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1 has been amended to add subject 
matter from claims 2 and 5, indicated as allowable by the Examiner. Accordingly, claim 
1 and its dependent claims are believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Claim 7 has been similarly amended to include certain allowable subject 
matter from claims 8 and 1 1 . Therefore, Applicants submit that independent claim 7 
and its dependent claims are in condition for allowance. 
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Claim 13, has been amended to incorporate features originally recited in claim 14, 
indicated as allowable by the Examiner. Applicants submit that independent claim 13 
and its dependent claims are in condition for allowance. 

New claims 15-24 

Claims 15, 19, 23 and 24 are believed to be allowable for the same reasons as 
claim 1, 7 and 13. Claim 15 recites features from claims 1 and 6 and adds the recitation 
of providing a respective pluggable interface between the gas-heat subassembly and the 
radiant heat subassembly through the two electric terminals. The prior art does not teach 
or suggest such pluggable interface. 

Claim 19 is believed to be allowable as it recites features from claims 7 and 
12 for the same reasons as recited above for claim 15. 

Further, claim 23 is also believed to be allowable as it recites features from 
claims 13 and 6, for similar reasons as recited above for claim 15. 

Claim 24 recites an alternate embodiment of providing the electromechanical 
interface and includes the recitation of a plug. The recitations are supported in the 
specification (see FIG. 4 and paragraph [016] of the specification). The prior art fails to 
teach such an arrangement. 

Applicants therefore submit that independent claims 15, 19, 23 and 24 are 
allowable. Claims 16-18 and 20-22 depend from independent claims 15 and 19, 
respectively. Applicants respectfully submit that insomuch as independent claims 1 5 
and 19 are allowable, claims 16-18 and 20-22 are allowable at least by virtue of their 
dependence from an allowable base claim. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the remarks and amendments set forth above, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance of the pending claims. If the Examiner believes that a 
telephonic interview will help speed this application toward issuance, the Examiner 
is invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: I o I t r / >6o4 

~~ ' ( Patrick 9. Yoder 
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